
From: Michael Lee [mikelee@areatech.com] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Wednesday, November 12,2003 6:24 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to, voice iny opposition to any FCC-mandated a ption of ' roadcast flag" 
technology f3r digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer'electronics must be rooted in :nanufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
receptLon equipment will enable ,the studios to tell techriologists;what..new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
l i k a  me actually.want, and it could result . j .n me being charged-more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC .issues a.brJadcast flag mandate, I would act.Jaliy be less likely to m a k  an 
hvestment in DTV-eapable receivers and other equipmerit. 
that. linit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do noc mandate broadcast f:!ag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Lee 
3567 Warren Barrett Drive 
Hannibal, MO 6 3 4 0 1  
USA 

T will not pay more'tor devices 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

William Joyner [wtjoints@cwo.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 4:18 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to .voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics nust be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to.innooate for their .customers. Allowing movie studios to.veto features of D T W  
reception equipment.wil1 enable the studios to tell technologists what new.products they ' - 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC i s s u e s  a broadcast flay mandate, I wsuld actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTTI-capable receivers and other equipment. 1 will, not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at che behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcast flag 
technoloyy for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

William Joyner 
10103 La Porte Road 
Challenge, CA 95925 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Andrea Knutsen [AKnutsen@pff.org] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 3:22 PM 
Andrea Knutsen 
Updated - Congressional Seminar: Copyright Protection and the Broadcast Flag 

:iiplmageO02.gif (5 
KB) 

Copyright Protection 

and the Broadcast Flag 

YOU ARE INVITED. . . 
to a Progress & Freedom Foundation Congressional Seminar 

Protection of copyright on the Internet is a hot-button issue. Millions of people illegally copy files over the Internet; content 
owners have responded with lawsuits against "file-sharing'' systems and their users. The main alternative to copyright 
liability is the adoption of technological protection mechanisms. Last week, in a major rulemaking, the FCC ordered that, 
starting with the 2005 product cycle, all digital televisions and related equipment recognize and comply with the "broadcast 
flag" - a digital code to limit redistribution of over-the-air broadcasts. The agency did so "to foster the transition to digital 
TV and forestall potential harm to the viability of free over-the-air broadcasting in the digital age." 
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Relying on the input of top experts in the field, this Congressional Seminar will help answer questions pertaining to 
copyright enforcement and the broadcast flag: What mix of available protection mechanisms for IP enforcement will best 
serve content producers and consumers? Is the broadcast flag needed to ensure that rich digital content will be made 
available for over-the-air broadcasts? Are there superior alternatives? 

When: 

Friday, November 14, 12:OO - 2:OO p.m. 

Where: 

Room 1.539, Longworth House Office Building 

Moderator: 

William F. Adkinson, Jr., Senior Policy Counsel, The Progress and Freedom Foundation 

Speakers: 

Robert D. Atkinson, VP, the Progressive Policy Institute, and Director of PPI's Technology & New 
Economy Project. (Author of "Confronting Digital Piracy, Intellectual Property Protection in the Digital 
Era") 

Fritz Attaway, Executive Vice President and Washington General Counsel, the Motion Picture 
Association of America 

Rick Chessen, Associate Chief, Media Bureau and Chair of DTV Task Force 

Mike Godwin, Senior Technology Counsel, Public Knowledge 
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Lunch: 

A buffet lunch will be served. 

Register by Fax: Fill out the form below and fax to: 202-289-6079 

Register by Phone: Andrea Knutsen, 202-289-8928 

Register by Email: aknutsen@pff.org 

Name 

Affiliation 

Phone 

Fax 

Email 
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From: Karin Smith [badco58@charter.net] 
Sent: 
To: Michael Copps 
Subject: 

Wednesday, November 12,2003 2:40 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated a Nption o "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citi.zen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy woulc? be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for tneir customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of'DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more moneyfor inferior 
functionality. 

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wou:C: actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV--cagable receivers an2 other equipment. 
that limit my rights at the be'hest of Hollywood. 
technology for digital tel.evision. Thank you for your time. 

Siacerely, 

Karin Smith 
11585 Osage Rd 
Reno, NV 89506 
USA 

I.will not pay more for devices 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Damon Schmidt [damon @seaboys.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 1:15 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-man ted adoption c "broa ast flag" 
technology for digita.1 television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust-., compet.itive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipmelit will enable the studi-os to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually watt, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
funct ionaiity . 
If the FCC issues a broadcast flag rrandate, '1 would'actually be less'likely ta make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other aqoipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that 1.imit my rlgnt.s at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not. mandat.e bro3dc:a::t flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Damon Schmidt 
212 129th Ave NE 
Bellevue, WA 98005 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Douglas McCary [dmccary@satx.rr.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 1231 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice m y  opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A rohusc, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-~ 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 

fucc t ional i ty . 
If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would. actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and. other equipm.Pnt. I will not pay more for ?,vices 
that limit.my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast. flaq 
technolcqy for digi%al television. Thank you for your the. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas McCary 
18103 Ccugar B l u f f  
San Antonio, TX 18258 
USA 

.like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged inore money €or inferior 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Alexander Pape [apape@twcny.rr.com] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Wednesday, November 12,2003 11:36 AM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to am1 FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers'. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the-studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

T f  the FCC issues a brsadcast flag mandate, I would astualiy be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers. and .other ,equipment. i will not pay more f o r  devices 
that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flay 
technology for digital television. Thank you for ycur time. 

Sincerely, 

Alexander Pape 
2250 N.Triphammer Rd #FL1 
Ithaca, NY 14850 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Joseph Mero Limero@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 11:31 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

gear Kath!.een Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technol.ogy for digital television. As a conSlimer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the YCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likepl to make an 
investment in DTV-capahle receivers-arld other equipment. Pwill not aay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandata Lrcadcnst flaq 
technology far digital telnvi.sion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Mer0 
8532 9Cth Screet 
Woodhaven, NY 11421 
USA 

46 



Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Greg Walters [gwaltersl @sc.rr.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 1'1:25 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would.be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robu.st, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto fentures of DTV-. 
reception  equipment will enable the studi.0~ tu tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me 'actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
furxtionality. 

If the RCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actualiy be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and .other equiprr.ant. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at t-he behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broarlcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Greg Walters 
213 Nutmeg Road 
Lexington, SC 29073 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Warren Eckert [tralanl @yahoo.corn] 
Wednesday. November 12,2003 11:19 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandaced acioption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactnrers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto.features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what.new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
func t i o n a l i  t.y . ~. 

If c n r  FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, :: would actually be less likely to make an 
investment .in CTV-capable receivers and other equipmenk. 1 will rot pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest. of Hol.lywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Warren Eckert 
6302 Walnut Springs Dr 
Arlington, TX 7 60 01 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michael Jessing [rnjessing@yahoo.corn] 
Wednesdav, Noivernber 12.2003 11:19 AM ~. 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
cechnology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A.robust, competitive mhrket for.consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
func t ionality . 
If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
,investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pa'y more for devices 
:hat limit ny rights at the behest of Holly~ood. Please do not mandate,hroadcast flag 
technology for d.igita1 television. Thank you fnr your Lime. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Jessing 
225 E. S.ANTA INEZ AVE 
1k20 
San Mateo. CA 94401 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Doug Winters [dwintersa blessinghospital.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 10:40 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Kathleen Aberiiathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for Lheir customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of D W -  
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new-products they' 
.can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
.like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infer.ior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, Lwould 'actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and sther eqwipment. Iwi1.l not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Piease do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digj-tal televisi.on. Thank you for your time. : 

Sincerely, 

Doug Winters 
506 Euclid 
Hannibal, MO 63401. 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Gary Wright [gw@ellisenterprises.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 10:40 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
-145 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I ax writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandate adoption o 'broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad far innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being chaxged more money for inferior 
f iinc t ional i ty . 

Yf the FCC issaes a broadcast flag.mandate, I would actually be less'likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and ot.her equipment. 
-hat limit my rights at the behest of Yollywood. 
technology for digital television. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Wright 
YO25 Morthridge DK. 
Oklahoma City, OK 73132 
IJSA 

Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 

I will not pay more €or devices 
Please do not mandate hroadcnst flag. 

Thank. you f o r  your time. 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Josh Stein ~-d-stein@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 10:20 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D . C .  20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

P. robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to'veto 5eaturesof DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new.products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
iunctionality . 
If the r'CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
Lnvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. Lwill not pay more for devices 
that limit ny right.s at the behest 05 Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
tschnology for digital. television. 'hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Josh Stein 
1652 N. Bissell St. 
Chicago, IL 60614 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Douglas McRae, Jr. [dkmcrae@ hotrnail.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 10:18 AM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
tezhnology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen,, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must. be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologistswhat new.products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually.want, and it could result in me heing charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC i!;sues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mak.r an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more Eor-deyj.ces 
that limit my rights at the behest of Xolly~ood. Please do not mandate.broadcast flag 
technology for diqi.tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Douglas McRae, Jr. 
21 Patricia Dr. 
Covington, LA 70433 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Travis Givan [tgivan@swbell.net] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 10:18 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopcion of '"broadcast flay" 
technology for digi-tal television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation;consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability c o  innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of D W -  
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what-new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
I.ike me actually want, and it could result in me 3eing charged more.money for inferior 
functionality. 

I€ the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would.octually be less likely to make an ' 
investment in D'TV-capable receivers and other uquiprnent. I will not pay more €or devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate broadcast flag 
Eechnology for digital tel.evision. Thank you for your time.' 

Sincerely, 

Travis Givan 
233 N. Griffith 
Hannibal, MO 63401 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

William Tingle [wttingle@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 9:56 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandared adoption of "broadcsst flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consuner snd citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consuner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to.tell, technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
I.ike me actually want, aod it could rasult.in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If rhe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and.otb.er eqwipment. I wili not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the heh.est of Xollywood. ?lease do not. mandata broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

William Tingle 
6 1  Squaw Rock Rd 
Danielson, CT 06239 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Byron Nelson [byron-nelson @ excite.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 9:53 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, 1.feel strong1.y that such a 

. policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studius to tell technologists .what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in .ne being charged more money for inferior 
functionality . 
If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuaily be 1ess.likrly to nake an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 2 will not pay more for devi.ces 
that Limit ny r.ights at the behest of ilollywo~d. Please do not mandate broadcast fl.ag 
technology for digital television. ,Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Byron Nelson 
4410 E. 25th 
Spokane, WA 99223 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Douglas McRae, Jr. [dkmcrae@hotmail.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 9:49 AM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digitai Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-nandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strmgly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robusr, competitive market for consnmer electronics must be.rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for cheir customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of D'TV- 
reception equipment will enable the-studios to-tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actual3.y want. and it could result in me.being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would'actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and ot.h.er equipment. I wiil not pay more for devices 
that 1imj.t my rights at the hnhe'st of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag. 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas McRae, Jr. 
21 Patricia Dr. 
Covington, LA 70433 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Bradley Watkins [bwkjl @comcast.net] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Wednesday, November 12,2003 950 AM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposicion to any FCC-mandated adopticn of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

P. robust, comperitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
.ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 

' . reception .equipment will enable the-studios tu tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and ic could result in me,being charged more money for inferior : 
fuiictionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast Elag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment j.n. UTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not aay ndre €or .devices 
that limit n!y rights at. the behesr of Hollywood. Please do not nandate broadcast flau 
technology foi: digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Bradley Watkins 
10531 Owens St 
Westmicster, CO 80021 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Douglas McRae, Jr. [dkmcrae@ hotmail.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 9:49 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adels tein , 

I am writing to voice my oppositior. to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As J. consumer and cit.izen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adopcion of DTV. 

k robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manuEacturers' 
.ability to innovate for their-customers. Allowing.movie studios to veto features of D'TV 
reception equipment will enable the studios to-tell technologists.what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
7.iXe me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionalit-y. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, i would act'Jally be less likely to make JII 

investment in :ITTI-capable receivers and other equipment. I will nor say more for devices 
t.hat 1imi.t my rights at rhe behest of Hollydoo3. Please do not  mandate broadcast :lag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Douylas McRae, Jr. 
21 Patricia ~ r .  
Covinaton. LA 70433 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Travis Givan [tgivan@swbell.net] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 9:40 AM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing t.0 voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly chat such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. All.owing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios tu tell kechnologists-what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like.Ine actually want, and it could result in~me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality . 
If the FCC issues it broadcast flag mandate, I would'actually be 1ess.likel.l to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more fcr devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of IIollywood. Please do not mandate brondcasr. flag 
technoiogy for digital television. Thank yo!i for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Travis Givan 
233 N. Griffith 
Hannibal, MO 63401 
USA 
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